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that their truth must be proved before one begins a psychological
study of our minds' relation to them. Man}?- people believe super-
stitiously in many things; and we may advocate a stud}7 of the
relation of their minds to those objects. But these two studies
cannot be the same. If it is proved that our ordinary thinking
involves those Ideas, and when through self-analysis it is dis-
covered that they are so involved, one may raise the question of
the epistemological or psychological study of the relation of
subject and object at that level. Another point we have to note
is that, at this level, it is extremely difficult and even impossible
to separate this psychological study from the study of the nature
of analysis or criticism by which the three Ideas so implicit are
discovered.
There is another point, and a very important one, we have to
note in this connection. The I which is one of the three Ideas is
not, for Kant, the empirical I which one may be said to be easily
aware of. But Professor Bhattacharya, when he says that it is
self-evident, that it is not meant, but "at least meant as un-
meant," etc., seems to be referring to the phenomenal ego. The I,
as one of the three Ideas, is the noumenal Ego, and is a limiting
concept on the subjective side. And if it is self-evident, there
could have been no dispute about it and its spontaneous activity.
We would not have been ignorant of it and its activity, and
there would have been no occasion for Kant's Critique at all.
Further, when we remember that the three objects are trans-
cendental, we see that there can be here no psychology, but only
epistemology. Or we may say that there is here no difference
between psychology and epistemology. Nay, we may go further
and say that there is here no difference between these two sciences
and metaphysics. Metaphysics, even as ontology, is the science of
being; and ultimately it is these three Ideas that have to be
taken as the source of the being of the world. Whether we take
the three Ideas as separate, as some interpreters of Kant want to
do, or as finally merging into each other, as the other interpreters
take them, we find that all the three are necessary to explain the
being of the world.
Professor Bhattacharya wants to restrict the use of the term
metaphysics to the study of the cosmological Idea, that is, the
World as the object. He writes: "Metaphysics is philosophy of
the object and involves theoretic consciousness in the objective
attitude. There is properly speaking no metaphysic of the subject
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